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13:29:38 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 


WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


22-CV-187 
Plaintiff 


-- xX 
) 
) 


Buffalo, New York 
INC., et al July 27, 2022 
Defendant. 1:00 p.m. 


ORAL ARGUMENT 
Proceeding held via Zoom for Government Platform 
All parties appeared remotely. 


TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 
BEFORE THE HONORABLE JEREMIAH J. MCCARTHY 
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE 


FOR PLAINTIFF: SHEPPHARD MULLIN RICHETER & HAMPTON, LLP 
BY: RENA ANDOH, ESQ. 
LAI YIP, ESQ. 
KAZIM A. NAQVI, ESQ. 
-and- 
HODGSON RUSS, LP 
BY: ROBERT J. FLUSKEY, JR, ESQ. 
PAULINE MUTO, ESQ. 


FOR DEFENDANT: LATHAM & WATKINS, LLP 

BY: LAS E. LUMISH, ESQ. 

iL S. GROSS, ESQ. 

STOREY, ESQ. 

BALOGA, ESQ. 

HERINE OSBORNE, ESQ. 
BANKS, ESQ. 

LEE, ESQ. 
RMAN ZAHOORY, ESQ. 


FOR DEFENDANT 
PILKINGTON/KIM: WINGET, SPADAFORA & SCHWARTZBERG, LLP 
BY: ALEXANDER ASHER TRUITT, ESO. 
ANTHONY D. GREEN, ESQ. 
ANNABEL MIRALES, ESQ. 


COURT REPORTER: Karen J. Clark, Official Court Reporter 
Karenclark1013@AOL.com 
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